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INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS 


Sir: 

In response to the office action dated October 8, 2002, 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the 
objection to the Drawings and Specification and the rejection 
of Claims 6-12, based upon the enclosed Amendments to the 
Drawings, Amendments to the Specification, Amendments to the 
Claims and the Remarks . 

Applicant wishes to note that this subject response is 
being submitted in accordance with the Suggested Revised 
Format for Making Amendments. Accordingly, these Introductory 
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Comments, the Amendments to the Drawings, the Amendments to 
the Specification, Amendments to the Claims and the Remarks 
all begin on separate sheets. Changes to the Drawings are 
being made in accordance with the helpful suggestions of the 
Examiner. In particular. Figure 2 has been added to show the 
structural elements set forth in the Claims. More 
particularly. Figure 2 illustrates the infusion pump, the 
blocking device, the memory, the comparator, the external 
control device, the first computer and the second computer. 
Of course, corresponding description has been inserted within 
the Specification through the Amendments to the Specification 
section. However, since all of these elements have been set 
forth in the Claims, no new subject matter has been added to 
either the Drawings or Specification. 

Applicant wishes to note that although the Examiner 
suggested that the quantitative figure should be shown, it has 
been purposefully excluded from Figure 2, since the 
quantitative figure is not an actual structural element so 
much as a determination made by the memory of the first 


computer as a result of the medicament being delivered to the 


the quantitative figure in the Drawings. Adequate description 
regarding the quantitative figure is however provided in the 
Specification. Further, the computer is the first computer 
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patient's body. It is therefore not necessary to illustrate 
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which has been designated by the numeral 12 in Figure 2 and 
the Specification. 

Applicant further wishes to note that this response is 
being timely filed since a Two-Month Extension of Time has 
been filed with the appropriate fee. 

Finally, Applicant respectfully asks that the Examiner 
see that the Attorney Docket Number be changed to the one set 
forth above in the stylization of this case from 1497,4 to 
1567.2 . 
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